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and other institutes. In addition, the Centers
for Disease Control and Prevention will dedi-
cate nearly $5 million. We will continue to
commit our resources to seek better ways to
prevent, detect, and ultimately cure ovarian
cancer.

During National Ovarian Cancer Aware-
ness Month, Americans remember those who
have lost their lives to ovarian cancer, and
we honor the courage and strength of those
who continue to fight this disease. We also
recognize the dedicated medical profes-
sionals and researchers whose tireless efforts
help provide a brighter, healthier future for
women.

Now, Therefore, I, George W. Bush,
President of the United States of America,
by virtue of the authority vested in me by
the Constitution and laws of the United
States, do hereby proclaim September 2007
as National Ovarian Cancer Awareness
Month. I call upon government officials,
businesses, communities, health care profes-
sionals, educators, volunteers, and the people
of the United States to continue our Nation’s
strong commitment to preventing and treat-
ing ovarian cancer.

In Witness Whereof, I have hereunto set
my hand this twentieth day of August, in the
year of our Lord two thousand seven, and
of the Independence of the United States of
America the two hundred and thirty-second.

George W. Bush

[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register,
8:45 a.m., August 22, 2007]

NoTE: This proclamation was published in the
Federal Register on August 23.

The President’s News Conference
With Prime Minister Stephen Harper
of Canada and President Felipe de
Jesus Calderon Hinojosa of Mexico in
Montebello, Canada

August 21, 2007

Prime Minister Harper. Might I, first
and foremost, thank all the people here and
the citizens of Montebello for giving such a
warm Quebec welcome. You are quite right
to be proud of your beautiful Montebello
manoir and the area.
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As the leaders of the three countries, be-
tween—and our discussions between Presi-
dent Bush and myself were very cordial, con-
structive. Our three countries maintain
peaceful, productive relations and give great
contributions to our people. It is part and
parcel of our commitment to democracy, free
market, NAFTA, and the equality of chances
to all citizens.

This is a unique moment to look at the
individual aspects that we could look at and
the challenges that we have to face. We
agreed to discuss the protection of the con-
sumer and looking at the nonsecure products
entering the nations, in particular those going
to our children.

We also recognize the fact that to find
practical, pragmatic solutions to our mutual
environmental challenges, our countries are
working to find our own sustainable energy
and to find national standards on energy effi-
ciency.

Finally—and this is particularly important
for Canada—we realize that border security
must not threaten the friendly relations that
we have. We undertook agreements on co-
operation, standards, regulations, pandemia,
intellectual property, and research in the en-
ergy field. In the framework of this summit,
we met the North American Competitiveness
Council. Their leaders provided us with valu-
able information on how we could exploit our
partnership in the field of security and pros-
perity to strengthen our economies and to
create good jobs here in North America.

Our discussions did not merely deal with
North America. We also discussed a number
of other international and hemispheric ques-
tions: climate change and to the next meeting
of the Middle East discussions, where our
countries are defending democracy and free-
dom and protecting the have-nots.

This summit enabled us to discuss our sin-
gular bilateral discussions. President Bush
and myself met yesterday afternoon. We dis-
cussed a number of subjects, in particular our
joint commitment to have a secure border
that shall remain open to goods and services
and to the interaction between our respective
citizens.

President Calderon and myself also had a
meeting yesterday evening, and I would like
to thank President Calderon and his wife,
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Margarita, and their children, Maria, Felipe,
for having passed a wonderful time with us
last weekend. We understand that you have
had to shorten your stay due to the con-
sequences of Hurricane Dean on your coun-
try. I sincerely regret the terrible aspect of
this Hurricane Dean on Mexico, but I under-
stand the concern, that the Mexican authori-
ties have assisted in evacuating a Canadian
citizen.

We have also been able to arrange our
agenda yesterday to discuss important mat-
ters for our respective nations. We were able
to discuss a number of different matters and
the flourishing development of trade be-
tween our two countries and that we shall
pursue in the future, Canada, United States,
and Mexico, our good neighbors and good
friends.

As sovereign nations in our modern world,
we are not merely independent but also
interdependent. And we are determined to
cooperate for our mutual security, our con-
tinued economic growth, and the improve-
ment of our North American relations are
unique in the world.

[At this point, Prime Minister Harper contin-
ued in English.]

—the staff here and the people of
Montebello for their warm Quebecois hospi-
tality. You have every reason to be proud of
this magnificent resort and this beautiful re-
gion.

As host of this year’s North American lead-
ers summit, it’s my responsibility and pleas-
ure to report that the discussions between
Presidents Bush and Calderon and myself
were as cordial as they were constructive.
Our three countries share peaceful and pro-
ductive relations that are of considerable
benefit to the people of our respective na-
tions. These relations are rooted in our com-
mon commitment to democracy, free and
open markets through NAFTA, and equal
opportunity for all of our citizens. This
week’s summit has provided an opportunity
to share individual perspectives and to take
stock of the challenges that we face together.

We agreed to work together on consumer
protection. We have to identify and stop un-
safe goods from entering our country, espe-
cially those designed for our children. We
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also agreed on the need for practical solu-
tions to our mutual environmental chal-
lenges. Our countries are already working to-
gether to develop clean and sustainable en-
ergy, and we’re cooperating on national fuel
efficiency standards.

Finally—and this is especially important
for Canada—we agreed that border security
measures, critical as they are, cannot threat-
en the bonds of friendship or commerce be-
tween us.

Over the past year, we've achieved agree-
ments on regulatory cooperation, pandemics,
intellectual property, and research in energy.
As part of our summit, we also met with the
North American Competitiveness Council.
The Council’s business leaders have provided
us with good, practical advice on how we can
build our Security and Prosperity Partnership
to strengthen our economies and create good
jobs right here in North America.

But our discussions were not focused ex-
clusively on North America. We also dis-
cussed a range of international and hemi-
spheric issues, from climate change to the
upcoming APEC meetings, from the Middle
East to Haiti, where all three of our countries
are working to advance freedom, democracy,
and development for the most impoverished
people.

Moreover, the summit provided opportu-
nities for one-on-one discussions about our
unique bilateral relationships. President
Bush and I met yesterday afternoon. We dis-
cussed several matters, including our joint
commitment to a secure border that remains
open to the exchange of goods and services
and the interaction of our people.

President Calderon and I met last night.
First, let me take the opportunity to thank
the President, his wife, Margarita, and their
children, Maria, Felipe, and Juan Pablo, for
spending some time this past weekend with
our family. I understand you’re cutting your
visit short, given the impact of Hurricane
Dean on your country. I regret the cost of
this terrible natural disaster. At the same
time, we appreciate the efforts of the Mexi-
can authorities to secure the evacuation of
Canadian citizens.

I'm grateful we were able to arrange our
schedules yesterday to meet and discuss mat-
ters formally before your departure. We had
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the opportunity to discuss many issues re-
lated to the growing relationship between
Canada and Mexico that we're going to lead
forward together.

Canada, the United States, and Mexico are
good neighbors and good friends. As sov-
ereign countries in the modern world, we are
both independent and interdependent. And
we're committed to working together on mu-
tual security, continued economic growth,
and expanding our unique North American
relationship.

President Bush.

President Bush. Thank you, Prime Min-
ister. Thanks for having us here. I too want
to thank the good folks of Montebello for
their wonderful hospitality. The food was
good; the hospitality was warm. You picked
a great place to come.

I express my country’s concerns for the
citizens whose lives will be affected by Hurri-
cane Dean. I respect the fact that President
Calderon has decided to get back to Mexico
as quickly as possible in a safe way. I want
you to know that U.S. Agencies are in close
touch with the proper Mexican authorities,
and if you so desire help, we stand ready
to help. The American people care a lot
about the human condition in our neighbor-
hood, and when we see human suffering, we
want to do what we can to help alleviate that.
So we wish you all the—T[inaudible].

These meetings are—I'm not going to try
to reiterate what Stephen said. He went
through the list of the meetings. And he’s
a—he’s right, that we talked about a lot of
issues. I just want to give you the spirit of
the discussions and why I think they’re im-
portant.

It’s in our people’s interests that Canada
and Mexico work closely together. In other
words, there’s a good reason why our leaders
should come together on a regular basis.
First reason why is to figure out ways to con-
tinue to enhance prosperity. It’s in our inter-
ests that the Canadian lifestyle be as strong
as it is, and it’s in our interests that prosperity
spread to Mexico. If you're a U.S. citizen,
you want people that live close to you to be
prosperous. The more prosperity there is in
your neighborhood, the more hopeful your
neighborhood is.
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NAFTA, which has created a lot of polit-
ical controversy in our respective countries,
has yielded prosperity. Since NAFTA came
to be, trade between our respective countries
has grown from $293 billion a year to $883
billion a year. Now, for some, those are just
numbers, but for many, it's improved wages
and a better lifestyle and more hope. And
the question that we're faced with is, how
do we continue to enhance prosperity so the
average citizen understands the benefits of
three countries working together? And I
think we made some good progress toward
eliminating barriers and toward harmonizing
regulations to a point where more prosperity
will come to be.

And we discussed a lot of other issues. We
discussed bilateral issues. Stephen and I
talked about border issues. Of course, Felipe
Calderon and I talked about border issues
and migration. These are complicated issues,
but they're issues that we can work out in
good spirit as friends.

One reason one meets is to reconfirm
friendships, is to make sure that not only at
the leaders’ level is there conversations tak-
ing place that are friendly but that that spirit
translates throughout our governments. And
I think we've accomplished that objective
today.

We also talked, as Stephen mentioned,
about international issues, issues of—con-
cerning South America or the Middle East.
These are meaningful discussions. I'm glad
I came, and I'm looking forward to hosting
them next year. Matter of fact, it’s in the in-
terests of our countries that we have these
meetings on an annual basis and then have
working groups follow through on the discus-
sion items that—during our meetings with
the business leaders or our own Cabinet Sec-
retaries.

And so thanks for having me. It’s been
worthwhile. I appreciate it.

Prime Minister Harper. Senor Calderon.

President Calderon. Gracias. Thank you,
Prime Minister Harper and President Bush.
In the first place, I would like to thank very
specifically—I would like to thank you for
the solidarity, the understanding, and the
support that I have received from you in
order to, well, adjust my schedule to exhaust
pending matters and allow me to return in
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good time in order to personally tend to the
emergency situation that we have to face in
the Yucatan Peninsula.

Your understanding and support is also ac-
companied by the offers of help and soli-
darity to the victims of this national disaster.
So far—well, it would be too early to assess
the scope of the damages. So far there have
been no fatal victims. We can’t be sure yet,
but we are monitoring the situation every
minute, monitoring the hurricane. And as a
matter of fact, I'm returning to Yucatan right
away, as soon as my aircraft can land, and
supervise the rescue missions.

I would also like to thank very sincerely—
thank you for the hospitality and for the
human warmth, for the very welcoming atti-
tude of Mr. Harper’s family. And I do value
this. It was a marvelous weekend for my fam-
ily, such a typically Canadian place—typi-
cally, Canadian places are amongst the most
beautiful in the world. And I would like to
thank your wife, Laureen, and your children
for your offer to spend this time with my
family, with my wife and with my children.
And T hope I'll be able to return your very
nice present in Mexico.

Now, this meeting allows me to reenforce
the conviction that North America as a region
still has not developed the enormous poten-
tial it has. And I'm more convinced about
this today than ever before, that it has to be
developed. There’s no doubt that the
globalization process that we are currently
experiencing is definitely pressuring through-
out competitiveness of our countries—and
not only countries but the competitiveness
of the countries that have joined into regions.

Now, Canada, U.S., and Mexico have to
act together in order not only to improve the
quality of life of our people but also to pre-
vent the vast integration process that we've
seen in other parts of the world—Asia, Eu-
rope, very specifically. We don’t want this to
displace our producers and displace opportu-
nities for our consumers.

Now, through working groups that we’ve
established through the opinions of the busi-
nessmen of all three countries and their rec-
ommendations to our respective govern-
ments, it’s clear to me that there’s an enor-
mous agenda that has to be developed, car-
ried out. So I believe that we must relaunch
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in a stronger way the strength of the relation-
ship between the three countries of North
America. That is to say that each country,
each government is facing within their own
public opinion—now particularly in Mexico,
maybe in the U.S.—they’re encountering re-
sistance in relation to one or another as-
pect—investments, —immigration, —border
crossings, and regulatory aspects.

And all these matters, which most of them
are covered by the recommendations of the
businessmen that we met, they've come to
stand still. And this is a result of the concerns
in each country, obstacles to the economic
integration of our region. I believe we should
reassess, or we should have our people reas-
sess what all this means to the common cit-
izen, the region; what it means to the con-
sumers to have better prices and better qual-
ity in the products they consume; also, in
what it represents for companies to have ac-
cess to commodities that are more efficient,
more productive, better quality, and better
priced; also, what it represents to our workers
to have available work, thanks to the fact that
North America can be a fully integrated re-
gion.

Now, at the same time, there are com-
plementary characteristics between the three
countries. And this has got to be very specifi-
cally addressed in order to leverage the situa-
tion in this new century of globalization.

And we agreed also to prioritize certain
issues that have been followed up on. For
example, when it comes to regional competi-
tiveness, it’s quite clear that this is a very
important priority. Also, the border area
issue—we all want secure and also efficient
borders, borders that will allow the border
crossing of those who build, who contribute,
and of course, prevent border crossings to
those that damage our societies: organized
crime; drug trafficking; all the trade in illegal
goods.

Also, we talked about sustainable develop-
ment and the challenges faced by countries,
by our region, and by humanity as a whole.
And so we talked about our common purpose
to find reliable alternatives that will allow us,
on the one hand, to preserve the environ-
ment, and at the same time, they will not
force us to detain or stop our development
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and thereby have an impact on the prosperity
of our people.

We also talked about security. This is a
topic that concerns us all, but as President
Bush said, we talked about prosperity. And
I believe that this meeting—in my case, it’s
my first meeting, the first meeting I'm par-
ticipating in—1I think this meeting could be
the beginning of a new age in the framework
of the relationship of the three countries,
and—particularly if we relaunch the trade ex-
change and also if we are able to take advan-
tage of our potential.

I also thank President Bush for his invita-
tion to come to Texas next year in order to
continue with these talks. And also, Mexico
is interested in hosting the meeting in 2009
in my beloved, dear, beautiful country.

Therefore, the issues were multifarious,
and we took advantage of the time we had,
although it was reduced because of this
emergency situation that we're facing. I'm
very happy that the environment within
which we worked was very positive, very con-
structive on the part of everyone in attend-
ance. And we hope that we'll be able to fol-
low up on all the commitments, on the prior-
ities that we've established, and on the rec-
ommendations that we’ve received from the
business sector.

Thank you very much, Prime Minister
Harper, for your hospitality. Thank you to
the Canadian people and the people of Que-
bec for your hospitality and to the staff of
this wonderful place in Montebello that
treated us so generously. And well, we will
be at your disposal when you come to us.

Moderator. [Inaudible]—the press, good
afternoon. We'll begin with the press con-
ference. And just a reminder, it’s one ques-
tion per reporter. We will start with Ben
Feller, Associated Press.

Progress in Iraq/Hurricane Dean

Q. Thank you all. Mr. President, yesterday,
Senator Levin, chairman of the Armed Serv-
ices Committee, said that the Iraqi Par-
liament ought to oust Prime Minister Maliki
and his Government for being politically un-
able to deliver political unity there, for ut-
terly failing on that point. I'm wondering
what your reaction is to Senator Levin’s com-
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ment and whether you think Maliki has lost
credibility.

And if T may, President Calderon

Moderator. 1 just ask that you limit your-
self to one question, please.

Q. I'm just wondering the assessment of
the damage in your country, the hurricane
damage.

President Bush. The way I view Iraq is
from the security perspective and a political
perspective. I made a decision to send more
troops into Iraq to provide enough security
for reconciliation to have a time to take place.
It appears to me—and I certainly don’t want
to prejudge General David Petraeus’s report
back home—but there is some progress
being made. In other words, one aspect of
my decision is working.

There are two types of political reconcili-
ation that can take place in a new democracy.
One is from the top down, and one is from
the bottom up. Clearly, the Iraqi Govern-
ment has got to do more through its Par-
liament to help heal the wounds of years of—
having lived years under a tyrant, see. It’s
not easy to go from a tyrannical society where
the tyrant brutalized his people and created
deep suspicions into one in which people are
willing to work more closely together.

The Iraqi people made a great step toward
reconciliation when they passed the most
modern Constitution in the Middle East, and
now their Government has got to perform.
And I think there’s a certain level of frustra-
tion with the leadership in general, inability
to work—to come together to get, for exam-
ple, an oil revenue law passed or Provincial
elections.

On the other hand, I do want to point out
that the Iraqi Parliament has met and passed
60 different pieces of legislation. They do
have a budgeting process that is in the proc-
ess of distributing a significant amount of
money from the central Government to the
Provincial governments, and the money
they're distributing is oil revenues. So there
may not be an oil revenue distribution law,
but there’s oil revenues being distributed.

There’s a bottom-up reconciliation taking
place. It’s noticeable and tangible and real,
where people at the grassroots level are sick
and tired of the violence, sick and tired of
the radicalism, and they want a better life.
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And theyre beginning to reject the extrem-
ists that have the desire to have a safe haven,
for example, from which to launch further
attacks on America. In other words, there’s
a process taking place. And the fundamental
question is, will the Government respond to
the demands of the people? And if the Gov-
ernment doesn’t demand—respond to the
demands of the people, they will replace the
Government. That’s up to the Iraqis to make
that decision, not American politicians. The
Iraqis will decide. They have decided they
want a constitution; they have elected mem-
bers to their Parliament; and they will make
the decisions, just like democracies do.

And the question that we have to face in
America is, is it worth it? Does it matter
whether or not this young democracy sur-
vives? Is it in our national interests that this
difficult experiment with democracy in the
Middle East work? And I've come to the con-
clusion that it is. It’s in our interests because
a failed Iraq could easily yield a safe haven
from which the extremists and radicals who
once attacked us could attack us again. A
failed Iraq would become a recruiting tool
for the very same people that still want to
attack America. And so it’s in our interests.

I told you the other day at a press con-
ference—I don’t know if you were there or
not—but if you don’t believe it’s in American
interests to be there, you won’t find any polit-
ical reconciliation that is worth defending. If
you do think it’s in our interests, our security
interests, then you’ll be able to see political
reconciliation taking place, some at the top
and some at the bottom.

Now, Ambassador Crocker and General
Petracus will be coming back to brief the
Congress in about a month’s time, and I'm
looking forward to hearing their briefing.
And T would hope that Members of Congress
from both political parties listen very care-
fully to the report they bring back, as we all
make decisions about what’s best for our na-
tional security in regards to this one theater
in the war against the extremists and radicals.

President Calderon. What I can tell you,
as you are well aware, Hurricane Dean
touched down in Mexico north of Chetumal,
which is the State of Quintana Roo, which
is on the borders with Belize, with winds of
250 and gusts of winds beyond 350 k. It was
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a category 5 hurricane; that is the most dan-
gerous. And the initial reports I have, the
most important is, until today, but I've not
discarded it, but there has been no loss of
human life. We still have to know what hap-
pened in the more isolated communities in
that area.

Our authorities are all over that area, the
civil protection area. People are there who
are experts in dealing with hurricane matters.
There was a power outage to Chetumal, but
we have checked with the energy authorities
of the Federal level, that power outage will
be repaired in the coming hours, and possibly
it is.

The hurricane, fortunately, did not go
through the main tourist areas—Cancun,
Riviera Maya. And the daily routine activities
in those cities are being reestablished. And
they had major flooding or incoming tidal
waves, shall we say. But everything has recov-
ered.

I went over the more poor Mayan areas,
and I have a great deal of concern for the
housing and the lack of services in that gen-
eral area for the indigenous people there.
And that will be the main area of concern
for us and activities.

It is now going to Campeche, and we have
other concerns, insofar as that is concerned.
We have logistical support of the resistance
or the maintenance of electrical lines that
provide energy throughout the Yucatan Pe-
ninsula. We have—in Merida, we have hy-
droelectric plants that can come in on an
emergency.

The layout of the Campeche State, which
is a very low level—it is almost at sea level.
And there could be a wave increase in height
in the tide that may bring about some flood-
ing and might create more difficulties that
will be more difficult to resolve.

We are then awaiting that Hurricane Dean
will enter the Campeche area, where the
main oil production occurs in Mexico. We
have ordered the suspension of oil produc-
tion. Almost 20,000 workers have been taken
away from the platforms, and there’s about
two and a half million oil barrels have been
lost until now. But we have been able to save
lives. And later again, the Hurricane Dean
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will go into Veracruz, and this will create dif-
ferent problems to those of the Yucatan Pe-
ninsula, that is, the increase of the tidal bore
up the rivers and other aspects to the north
of Veracruz. Fortunately, Hurricane Dean
was a category 5 but is now a category 3 and
is about to drop into category 2. Our fear
is that it will regain strength once it enters
the Gulf of Mexico after Campeche.

But we are ready. The teams are ready.
The hydroelectric power is being restored.
And there has not been major material dam-
age in the major touristic areas that have
been hit by other hurricanes. That is what
I know today.

Moderator. T'd like to remind you one
more time that it’s one question per reporter.

Northwest Passage

Q. President Bush and Mr. Harper, we
know the differences between the two coun-
tries insofar as the Northwest Passage is con-
cerned. We heard the former Ambassador,
Paul Cellucci, that it would be in the best
interests of security for the United States to
recognize this passage as a Canadian water-
way. So I would like to hear your comments,
from both of you. Failing which, there is if
not a way—could we consider to hear to what
extent you would be willing to consider the
Northwest Passage to become an inter-
national waterway.

Prime Minister Harper. 1 shall reply, to
start off with. I did hear the comments of
the former Ambassador Paul Cellucci. We
also know that there are certain differences
of opinion vis-a-vis this passage between our
two nations. But quite honestly, Canada’s po-
sition is that we intend to strengthen our sov-
ereignty in the Arctic area, not only military
but economic, social, environmental, and
others.

The former agreements of President
Reagan and Prime Minister Mulroney in the
eighties—Canada and the United States did
resolve their differences in this area.

[Prime  Minister continued in

English.]

the statement by former Ambassador
Cellucci. Canada, as you know, is fully com-
mitted to strengthening its Arctic sovereignty
on every level, not just military but economic,

Harper
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social, environmental, any other method, any
other means.

Canada and the U.S. do have differences
on certain aspects of the Northwest Passage.
At the same time, since the agreements of
Prime Minister Mulroney and former Presi-
dent Reagan in the late 1980s, Canada and
the United States have been able to manage
these differences, and we think we’ll be able
to continue to do that.

President Bush. Yes, we’ll manage the
differences—because there are differences
on the Northwest Passage. We believe it’s
an international passageway. Having said
that, the United States does not question Ca-
nadian sovereignty over its Arctic islands, and
the United States supports Canadian invest-
ments that have been made to exercise its
sovereignty.

Moderator. We will continue with Ro-
berto Gonzalez, diario Uno Mas Uno.

Stock Markets/National Economies

Q. Good afternoon. This question is to the
three leaders. The stock exchange markets—
the stock markets have gone through a severe
crisis in recent weeks. How close are we to
a stock exchange crash, and what measures
have you taken so that it does not affect the
real economy?

So when you will be presenting your first
report, there’s an opposition party that wants
to prevent this—what is the outlook in your
view? What's the outlook? And do you
trust—do you believe that the opposition will
accept your invitation for a dialog?

President Calderon. Well, to answer the
first question, there’s the financial problem,
which is quite delicate in several markets.
What I can tell you in relation to the case
of Mexico, fortunately, our financial system
has been solid enough to resist these critical
times. I know that many central banks in sev-
eral parts of the world, the European Union,
the Federal Reserve in the U.S., and other
central banks, have applied considerable re-
sources in order to bring liquidity to their
financial and banking systems.

Now, fortunately, in the case of Mexico,
this has not been necessary. The financial
system and the banking system is very solid.
It took a lot of work, a lot of money to have
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such a solid system that would resist situa-
tions like this, but fortunately, it has not re-
quired the support of liquidity from the Cen-
tral Bank of Mexico.

Currently, the Mexican stock exchange has
adjusted fixed income values. This is the case
throughout the world. However, the Mexican
stock exchange was one of the five that actu-
ally had an increase in its value throughout
the world last year, over 50 percent. And ob-
viously, the reduction that we're seeing is
somehow or another a form of a correction
which will actually improve the health of the
financial markets in Mexico.

Could it have an impact in the real econ-
omy? Well, that depends on the scope of the
situation, how it affects the markets, particu-
larly the North American markets, which af-
fects us most. My belief is that the situation
is beginning to stabilize. And it will depend
on the impact that it might have on the
growth of the U.S., which, as you know, Mex-
ico depends on this growth, on the U.S.
growth.

Now, in relation to the second subject, the
second issue, I have invited legislators. I'm
a democrat that believes in the basic ideas
and that believes in constructing dialog, and
this is what I'm seeking in Congress, con-
structive dialog. Unfortunately, I still haven't
received a positive answer from this—in rela-
tion to this invitation, but I believe, I trust
that in the future, there will be greater will-
ingness to talk about issues of concern for
all Mexicans.

I know it’s another system, Canada is, but
Prime Minister Harper has to talk to his Par-
liament just about every day, every week.
And T think—I would say that we would—
I would very much like to have an institu-
tional way in Mexico so that we're able to
work and to talk about what we agree with
and what we don’t agree with in our country.
I'll be willing to talk to anybody that wants
to talk to me, particularly within Congress.

Now, in relation to the attitude of the PRD
or other members of that party, I respect
them, and of course, I appeal to the sense
of responsibility towards the country. And I
hope that maturity will prevail and common
sense too. So the only thing that will be lost
with this is that anybody that breaks the basic
laws of our institutional life—let’s say that
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citizens know very well and recognize the
maturity and the responsibility of political
parties, and the people of our country are
able to punish these attitudes too.

Prime Minister Harper. Our monetary
and financial systems that monitor it are fol-
lowing it closely. But naturally, there are cer-
tain differences in their assets and liabilities,
and some of the major corporations will have
drops in their stocks. That is the normal
course. But I can assure you that the capital
situation of our major corporations, our fi-
nancial institutions, of our individual persons
are very strong.

[Prime Minister continued in

English.]

Our economic and financial institutions
that are responsible for watching these mar-
kets are monitoring them closely. At the
same time, just to remind people, it’s normal
for the price of assets of various securities
or companies or whatever to go up and down
in the marketplace. It’s not unusual. I can
assure you that the position of Canadian fi-
nancial sector, in particular our banks, Cana-
dian companies in general, and the house-
hold sector, our capital positions are very
strong.

President Bush. The fundamentals of the
U.S. economy are strong. Inflation is down;
interest rates are low; the employment pic-
ture is strong; exports are up. We grew at
over 3 percent in the second quarter. The
fundamental question is, is there enough li-
quidity in our system as people readjust risk?
And the answer is, yes, there is.

Moderator. Bret Baier, FOX News.

Harper

Canada-Mexico-U.S. Trade Relations

Q. Thank you. As you three leaders meet
here, there are a growing number of people
in each of your countries who have expressed
concern about the Security and Prosperity
Partnership. This is addressed to all three of
you. Can you say today that this is not a prel-
ude to a North American union, similar to
a European Union? Are there plans to build
some kind of superhighway connecting all
three countries? And do you believe all of
these theories about a possible erosion of na-
tional identity stem from a lack of trans-
parency from this partnership?
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Prime Minister Harper. Thank you for—
well, let me begin. And I guess I've read
some things from my opposition in Canada—
I'm not sure these are generally expressed
concerns, but a couple of my opposition lead-
ers have speculated on massive water diver-
sions and superhighways to the continent—
maybe interplanetary, I'm not sure, as well.
[Laughter] 1 even—there were reports of a
former Prime Minister lurking in the hall-
ways. I have yet to see him.

Look, we have an enormous trading com-
mercial relationship. It's important that the
leaders of that trading relationship get to-
gether periodically, have discussions, just as
it's important at every level—ministerial
level, official level—that they're getting to-
gether and talking and making sure they're
working out problems.

You know, we had some business leaders
in front of us today. One in particular said,
you know, the rules for jelly beans—he man-
ufactures jelly beans—the rules for jelly bean
contents are different in Canada and the
United States. They have to maintain two
separate inventories. Is the sovereignty of
Canada going to fall apart if we standardize
the jelly bean? I don’t think so. Maybe Mr.
Dion thinks so, but I don’t think so.

So these are pragmatic, practical discus-
sions. In fact, it was my predecessor in the
Liberal Party who initiated them. And ulti-
mately, of course, for the decisions, we're re-
sponsible to our respective populations.
We're a democratic system and, as President
Calderon mentioned, I have to listen to that
practical input every single day in Par-
liament.

President Calderon. Well, in fact, I'll be
happy with one step in Mexicali and one in
Tijuana. In actual fact, there are several
myths about this meeting, some more jovial,
funnier than others. But what we are trying
to do is simply to meet, talk about our com-
mon problems, and see what we can do in
practical terms in order to improve the lives
of our people. Whether it’s to standardize the
parameters for chocolates or medicines, I
think these are commonsense things. And
moreover, I think—and TI'll tell you this very
clearly—TI think that as a region, we are losing
competitiveness in comparison with other re-
gions in the world.
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And it’s not a question of customs unions,
let alone having an integration that would ac-
tually encroach on the sovereignty and cul-
ture and resources of each country. We sim-
ply have to take advantage of this opportunity
of being neighbors and allies in order to gen-
erate prosperity and security for our people.
And that is the purpose of these meetings.

Now let me tell you that, at times, I would
even like to work faster, review more issues,
but we have to be very patient. And some-
thing that we did talk about also, which is
part of my responsibility or our responsibil-
ities as leaders, is to talk to the people and
tell them why it's important to have better
trading rules; why it’s important not to have
so many barriers between ourselves; why is
it important to resolve issues such as immi-
gration, investment, because that could actu-
ally improve the quality of life for our people.
It could mean the Mexican consumers could
have better products, Canadian products,
U.S. products and—well, Mexican products
also—because there would be more invest-
ment in our country, which requires thou-
sands and thousands of jobs in order to re-
solve the problems of the people. And that
happens when there’s investment, and
there’s only investment when there is com-
petitiveness. And we do have a way to go
in that regard.

President Bush. We represent three great
nations. We each respect each other’s sov-
ereignty. You know, there are some who
would like to frighten our fellow citizens into
believing that relations between us are harm-
ful for our respective peoples. I just believe
they're wrong. I believe it’s in our interest
to trade; I believe it’s in our interest to dialog;
I believe it’s in our interest to work out com-
mon problems for the good of our people.

And I'm amused by some of the specula-
tion, some of the old—you can call them po-
litical scare tactics. If you've been in politics
as long as I have, you get used to that kind
of technique, where you lay out a conspiracy
and then force people to try to prove it
doesn’t exist. And that’s just the way some
people operate. I'm here representing my na-
tion. I feel strongly that the United States
is a force for good, and that I feel strongly
that by working with our neighbors, we can
be a stronger force for good.
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And so I appreciate that question. I'm
amused by the difference between what ac-
tually takes place in the meetings and what
some are trying to say takes place. It’s quite
comical, actually, when you realize the dif-
ference between reality and what some peo-
ple are talking on TV about.

Prime Minister Harper. Might I add, in
French, I did not know that there were these
major plots that were mentioned by the head
of the opposition, Mr. Martin, a Liberal
Prime Minister, who initiated these discus-
sions, I believe, for Mr. Dion. It is a rather
regressive step backwards to this whole ques-
tion of our NAFTA discussions and SPP.

Canada’s Role in Afghanistan

Q. My question is for President Bush. Mr.
President, it's become increasingly likely that
Canada will withdraw from its current com-
bat role in southern Afghanistan in February
of 2009. Many Canadians, including politi-
cians of different political stripes, have sug-
gested that Canada’s military has done its job
in the country, that it's played its part, and
it would be time to go home then. I'd like
to ask you if you believe that Canada has
done its job and has fulfilled its duties.

President Bush. 1 believe Canada has
done a fabulous job in Afghanistan. And I
thank the people of Canada, but more impor-
tantly, the people of Afghanistan thank the
people of Canada.

Canadian—the Canadian people sent
some of your finest into harm’s way to enable
a young democracy to not only survive but
thrive. And it’s been an important contribu-
tion in this global struggle against extremists.
We're in an ideological struggle against peo-
ple who use murder and death to achieve
political objectives, and the fundamental
question is, will free nations help young de-
mocracies survive in the face of this threat?
And Canada has performed brilliantly. And
I thank the mothers and fathers or sons and
daughters of those who lost their life in this—
for the sake of freedom and peace for the
ultimate sacrifice they paid.

Secondly, the Canadian contribution is
more than just combat. The Canadian con-
tribution is to help build institutions for a
democracy to survive. So the contribution has
been vast, and it’s been robust. And this Gov-
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ernment, along with its Parliament, will make
decisions what’s best for the Canadian people
and the people of Afghanistan.

The United States is firmly committed to
Afghanistan. We view this as a part of the
war against the extremists and radicals. We
view this as a significant portion of the ideo-
logical struggle, and we believe that when
democracy prevails in Afghanistan, it will be
a major blow toward those who want to im-
pose a totalitarian view on others.

We believe, for example, it’s important for
Afghan girls to get a good education. I know
the Canadian people feel the same way. We
believe that it’s important for women to have
rights and to serve in the Parliament. We be-
lieve peace is achieved when forms of gov-
ernment give people an opportunity to ex-
press themselves in a peaceful way in society.
That’s what we believe. And one reason we
have that strong belief is, we believe in the
universality of liberty. We don’t believe free-
dom is just confined to our neighborhood;
we believe freedom is universal in its applica-
tion. That’s what we believe. We believe peo-
ple want to be free, and if given a chance,
they will exercise what is necessary to be free,
and that freedom yields peace.

I'm giving a speech tomorrow where I'm
going to talk about our engagement in Asia
and how Asia has been transformed because
of liberty. A place where Canadians and U.S.
soldiers died in large numbers is now a place
of peace and prosperity, where governments
evolve in their own—representing their own
traditions and history, but nevertheless
evolved in a way with liberty as its basis.

And the question we’re all confronted
with—who live in comfortable societies—is
it worth it for our own security to help others
realize the blessings of freedom? And my de-
cision is, absolutely, it is. I think it’s the call-
ing of the 21st century. I think it’s the calling
of history. And I appreciate the strong com-
mitment that this Government and the Cana-
dian people have made toward writing the
first chapter of what will be laying the foun-
dation of peace throughout the 21st century.

Prime Minister Harper. Might I say that
our troops are there. Parliament will make
its own decision on the extension of this mis-
sion. But at the same time, you the Cana-
dians can be extremely proud of the work
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done by our troops, our soldiers, our dip-
lomats, our agents that are there working to
develop the country, working for one of the
peoples that are the poorest in the world.
In Kandahar, we have given the possibility
to men, women, and children to have some
freedom and some safety and security that
we have here in Canada.

I note the passing away—the dying of the
soldier Longtin. And his brethren, his com-
rades are there to uphold those same values
and carry on—/[inaudible]—life to help their
brothers and sisters in countries abroad.

[Prime Minister continued in

English.]

To repeat that, I think we can all be very
proud of the work that Canadian troops are
doing in Afghanistan. Parliament will make
its decision in due course whether it wants
to prolong the mission. But I think our dif-
ference there—our position there, our pres-
ence there has made a real difference in giv-
ing just a tiny bit of the freedom, the oppor-
tunity, and the security that we have as Cana-
dians, that we take for granted as Canadians.

I note the death of, obviously, of a Cana-
dian soldier—Longtin I think was the name.
We are very fortunate we have a volunteer
army, very fortunate to have men and women
who put on the uniform willing to defend
our values and also improve the lives of their
fellow human beings and do so at tremen-
dous personal risk for themselves. And I
think we should all appreciate that.

Moderator. We have time for one last
question—[inaudible].

Harper

Narcotics and Drug Trafficking

Q. Good afternoon, President Bush and
Prime Minister. And I thought that this sum-
mit would be the—would—actually Plan
Mexico would come out of this, the combina-
tion of three governments to combat the ef-
fects of drug trafficking. What is the obsta-
cle? What is causing the delay? Why don’t
the societies of each country know what this
plan is about? And can you actually confirm
the support of the United States to Mexico?
Apparently it will increase tenfold, and the
levels will be similar to Colombia. We hear
very often that the United States wants to
take part in this situation against drugs, this
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war on drugs, and we see it very clearly in
Mexico. Now, what is it all about? Could you
tell us?

President Bush. Man! [Laughter] Hom-
bre! [Laughter] We discussed a common
strategy to deal with a common problem, and
that is narcotrafficking and violence on our
border. First, let me say that in order to de-
velop an effective, common strategy, there
needs to be serious consultations between
our respective governments. It’s one thing to
say, we're interested in working together; it’s
another thing to develop a package on both
sides of the border that will be effective in
dealing with the problem. That's what our
people expect us to do. They expect us to
see a problem and to develop an effective
strategy to deal with that problem.

President Calderon and I met in Mexico,
and we had a serious discussion to get this
initiative on the table. This is an interim
meeting, a meeting for us to make sure that
the strategy that’s being developed is—will
be effective. And so we reviewed where we
are in the process.

The United States is committed to this
joint strategy to deal with a joint problem.
I would not be committed to dealing with
this if T wasnt convinced that President
Calderon had the will and the desire to pro-
tect his people from narcotraffickers. He has
shown great leadership and great strength of
character, which gives me good confidence
that the plan we’ll develop will be effective.
And the fundamental question is, what can
we do together to make sure that the com-
mon strategy works? And that’s where we are
in the discussions right now.

There’s all kinds of speculation about the
size of the package, this, that, and the other.
All T can tell you is, the package, when it’s
developed, will be robust enough to achieve
a common objective, which is less violence
on both sides of the border and to deal with
narcotrafficking. And we both have respon-
sibilities. And that’s what the package is en-
tailed to develop. It’s to develop how do we
share our joint responsibilities.

It’s in our interests that this program go
forward. You mentioned Plan Colombia; this
is not like Plan Colombia. This is different
from Plan Colombia. This is a plan that says,
we've got an issue on our own border. We
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share a border, and therefore, it’s a joint pro-
gram that will mean—that won’t mean U.S.
armed presence in your country. Mexico is
plenty capable of handling the problem. And
the question is, is there any way for us to
help strengthen the effort? And so that’s
what we’re studying.

And I can’t give you a definitive moment
when the plan will be ready, but we’re work-
ing hard to get a plan ready. And it’s a plan
that, once it’s proposed and out there, I
strongly urge the United States Congress to
support. It’s in our interests, it’s in the U.S.
interests that we get this issue solved.

President Calderon. Thank you, Presi-
dent Bush, for your comments and also for
the question, because this allows us to em-
phasize the fact that—well, the President has
already said it’s a common strategy to com-
bat, in a coordinated way, a common prob-
lem. Drug trafficking and violence that’s as-
sociated to drug trafficking, which is particu-
larly evidenced on the border between the
U.S. and Mexico, cannot be dealt with in an
isolated way. It has to be confronted by, dealt
with by the people and by the governments
that are directly affected by this scourge. And
it requires a variety, multiplicity of actions
carried out by society, by governments, in
other words, enforcement activities against
criminals, preventive activities, protective ac-
tivities, prevention and treatment of addic-
tions with the young.

Now, I agree with President Bush; it’s very
important to reduce—well, to have clear
policies to reduce the consumption patterns
in terms of drugs, including Mexico, because
this is a main cause of the problem that we're
facing.

Now, last week, for example, last week,
three Federal policemen were murdered in
Mexico—Mexican policemen, that is—and
they were tortured in a very cowardly way.
And those Mexican policemen are fully com-
mitted towards the Government to free the
young Mexicans from drugs and to free Mexi-
can society from slavery on the part of orga-
nized crime based on money and technology.
And I don’t want any—not one single Mexi-
can policeman to have a logistical disadvan-
tage when facing these criminals. I don’t
want my Government to be responsible for
any omission, any legal omission within a
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legal framework that would have been di-
rected towards defeating these criminals.

So this is a common strategy because it
means that the U.S. will do its part and Mex-
ico will do its part. Now, what do we want
the U.S. to do—to carry out—have greater
surveillance along the border. We are seeing
high-powered weapons into Mexico, and we
know that we can do much more than we’re
doing at this point in time. I know that drugs
go from Mexico to the U.S. Both of us have
to agree so that there is surveillance, efficient
surveillance, that is, on both sides of the bor-
der. We are facing mafias that are working
on both sides of the border. That is quite
clear to us. And I think that we will not be
acting in an efficient way as long as they have
a coordinated strategy and we don’t. In other
words, they're coordinated on both sides of
the border; we are not.

So I would like to introduce into the—
well, we have to be respectful of our legisla-
tion, our respective legislations. I would want
to create a strategy in order to defeat this
scourge. And that requires a variety of instru-
ments, strategies, exchange of intelligence,
exchange of technology. It also means that
we have to keep in mind issues of sov-
ereignty. I told President Bush, though, we
did not want to have U.S. soldiers working
in our country, as has happened in other
countries. I know that that’s typical, of
course. But we've said this very clearly, we
put forth this very clearly, and in the frame-
work of our own legislations, we will find a
way out.

And I would also wonder what the men
and women are thinking, now those who are
suffering from crime, how scared are they,
what’s the degree of their fear that has led
these groups to be so powerful, to grow so
much. And theyve essentially taken power
in their area of operation. We have devel-
oped an aggressive policy to combat orga-
nized crime, and I haven’t hesitated to use
our forces to recover the areas. We’ve taken
about 10,000 drug traffickers to jail, many
weapons, 50-millimeter cannons, grenades
capable of bringing down aircraft.

And I think—so I cannot send the Mexican
policemen to combat this situation with their
hands tied. So I have to answer to the Mexi-
can people in order to preserve their security,
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and I will do so without abusing human rights
and without distorting Mexican legislation. I
will respect Mexican legislation fully. But I
am calling upon my neighbor in order to act
in a coordinated way, because it’s a situation
we both have to face. It’s a problem that af-
fects two countries, and only together will
we be able to solve it.

There are several causes. It involves sev-
eral joint responsibilities. And the action,
therefore, has to be shared, within the legal
framework. What's the scope of this strategy?
I cannot tell you now; we cannot tell you
now. Were just exchanging assessments,
needs, assessing the situation and making it
clear what the rules are for each country.

We will have a strategy—TI think it’s pos-
sible, but we will not be able to come up
with it until we finish our discussions and
negotiations, which, by nature, are very com-
plex. But in the end, that is what we're trying
to combat. And it’s a problem that’s affecting
Mexican citizens as well as U.S. nationals.

Prime Minister Harper. This is an exam-
ple. We are all sovereign nations, that is quite
true, but we are not isolated problems ac-
cording to our own sovereignty. We have
shared problems—for example, drug traf-
ficking. This is a good example. It begins in
a country in the Americas or in the Carib-
bean, but the consequences are seen in the
streets in Canada. And we have to discuss
these problems. We have to compare our
strategies, and sometimes we have to work

hand in hand.

[Prime

English.]

Once again, this is a perfect example of
why we meet. We're sovereign countries, but
problems are not—problems don’t limit
themselves to the boundaries of our coun-
tries. Drug trafficking is a perfect example.
These problems may originate in some of the
countries of Latin America or the Caribbean,
but the problems are felt on the streets and
the communities of Canada. And that’s why
we meet to discuss; that’s why we meet to
compare strategies; that's why we, from time
to time, have to engage in shared action.

Let me just say one other thing, if I can,
about the drug trade, because indirect ref-
erence was made to Colombia. Canada has

Minister Harper continued in
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undertaken negotiations of a trade agree-
ment with Colombia. We have a Government
in Colombia that wants to share in the bene-
fits of free and open markets. We don’t need
to have a trade agreement to have a drug
trade with Colombia. The drug traffickers
aren’t going to wait for our Parliaments or
our Congresses to pass a trade agreement in
order to have a drug trade. But if we want
to have other opportunities for the people
of Colombia and mutual development and
shared prosperity, we've got to move forward
on these kinds of initiatives. And that’s why
the Government of Canada is committed to
working with Colombia and getting a trade
deal.

Moderator. Thank you very much. This
brings an end to the press conference.

NOTE: The President’s news conference began at
11:57 am. at the Fairmont Le Chateau
Montebello. In his remarks, he referred to Gen.
David H. Petraeus, USA, commanding general,
Multi-National Force—Iraq. Prime Minister
Harper referred to former Prime Ministers M.
Brian Mulroney and Paul Martin of Canada;
Stephane Dion, leader, Liberal Party of Canada;
and Pvt. Simon Longtin, Canadian Forces, who
was killed in Afghanistan on August 19. A reporter
referred to Prime Minister Nuri al-Maliki of Iraq.
Portions of Prime Minister Harper’s remarks were
in French, and an English translation was pro-
vided. President Calderon spoke in Spanish, and
his remarks were translated by an interpreter.
Some reporters spoke in French and Spanish, and
their remarks were translated by interpreters.
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We, the leaders of Canada, Mexico and
the United States, have met in Montebello
to discuss the opportunities and challenges
facing North America and to establish prior-
ities for our further collaboration. As neigh-
bours, we share a commitment to ensure
North America remains a safe, secure and



